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INTERIOR APPROPRIATIONS/NEA Funds to the Park Service

SUBJECT: Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 1999 . . . S. 2237.
Gorton motion to table the Ashcroft amendment No. 3593.
ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 76-22
SYNOPSIS: As reported, S. 2237, the [Ppartment of the Interior and Relatedy@ncies Aopropriations Bill for fiscalyear

1999, will provide $13.658 billion in new bget authoriy, which is $660 million less thanqeested. None of

the funds in the bill will be used to plement actions called for sojelinder the Koto protocol (regarding so-called §reenhouse
gases")prior to its ratification. More than $8.23 billion will kgenerated from oil andas leasig and other mineral leagin
activities, from timber and rae programs, and from ogproduction from the navadetroleum reserves.

The Ashcroft amendmentwould strike the $100 million in fundirfor the National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) and would
increase fundigfor the Park Serviceyithe same amount.

Debate was limitedybunanimous consent. After debate, Senator Gorton moved to table the Ashcroft amendmentyGeners
those favorig the motion to tablepposed the amendment; thoggposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

Argument 1:

The NEA, in thepast, has funded sonpeojects which may of us found hghly offensive. Consuientl, we favored the
restrictions that were receptbut in place toprevent such fundimin the future. So far those restrictiongpear to be workig. Our

colleagues have cited one case whichyteey demonstrates that offensigmjects can still receive fundinHowever, in that case
only preliminary approval had beegiven for agrant. Thatpreliminary approval wasgiven based pon a brief and misleadin
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descrption of theproject, aplay called "Copus Christi." Thegroup requestirg funding dropped its rguest before it revealed that
theplay was actuajl a hghly offensive, anti-Christian tract. Had fundibeen aproved once the full nature of tpiy had become
evident, we would likel be votirg in favor of this amendment. Like our coliees who have offered this amendment, we are also
concerned that the ieme Court, in its recent review of the restrictions on NjEahts, did not take a strger stand in defendin
their constitutionalyf. Still, the restrictions have not been struck down, angdppear to be workig. As lorg as thg work we

will support NEA fundirg. Therefore, we gqaport the motion to table this amendment.

Argument 2:

The arts have a central and inissable role in the life of America. The NEA contributes immegredhat life. It encouiges
the growth and develoment of the arts in communities thgiout the counyr, giving new enphasis and vitalit to American
creativity and scholarshiand to the cultural achievements that are ajrimerica'sgreatest stregths. The amount of fundin
provided ly the NEA eaclyear, $100 million, is minimal whemi®ad around the coumgtrbut that fundig has a digroportionate
impact because it confers national rgeition ongrant recpients. Thatublicity results in a lage increase in other sources of
funding for those regients. Members who are concerned about dediaifucational standards shouldgbeased to hear that
research shows that students who have had 4 orymars instruction in the arts scoref@nts hgher on the verbaglart of the
SAT test and 4goints hgher on the matpart. If we continue and gand arts fundig, we will be able to enrich the lives of more
children and at the same timefrave their academic skills. A thriviycivil sociey has alwgs had thriviig arts. We spport the
NEA, and thus ppose this amendment.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

Over theyears the NEA has used payer fundirg to pay for "central and indjgensable” works of "art" that we and most
Americans find hghly offensive and sickengn Even if it never funded such art, tighithe NEA should not exist, because it results
in artists tailoriig their work to meet NEA biases and thus giants (several art critics have gaained that the current NEA bias
in favor of apolitically correct genda has dulled artistic creativin America). Further, havihgovernment fundig of the arts is
by definition anti-democratic. We et to the NEA havig apolitically correct genda, but we gbct even more strgiy to its
having an @yenda at all. Agovernment should not be involved in chogsant that it believes thaeagole should like. That decision
should be left to thpegple themselves.

Two significant events have occured since @ass enacted restrictions on the NEA in an effort fopisfoom giving offensive
grants. First, the NEAgproved agrant for aplay called "Copus Christi.” In itggrant rejuest, the Manhattan Theater Club (MTC)
provided ony the following descrption of theplay to the NEA: "Sirituality has been one of the jpathemes in Terrence
McNally's most recenlays at MTC. His nexplay, Compus Christi, will be an examination gbod and evil. He will use certain
miracles in the life of Chirst as the pixstion for the stay, which will have a conteporaly settirg." Based on that desption, the
NEA informed the MTC that it had been awared a $31¢gda6t "to sypport expenses for the devgdment and worlgremiere"
of theplay. The MTC later wrote to the NEAgaestirg a "sce chaige" for thegrant so that the mogeould be used tpay for
producirg Donald Magulies' "Collected Stories" instead. Based on glsiparagraph that mentionpast works i Margulies and
that uses a whole 28 words to describe "Collected Stories," the p{Eévad the chage. The reason the MTCqeested a chae
has becomepgarent in recent months due to a release of thptgori Compus Christi. A New York Times columnist wrote that
theplay, "retells the Biblical stgrof a Jesus-like lure from his birth in a Texas fleagphotel . . . to his crucifixion as 'kjyof
the queers' in a manner with th@otential to offend man pegple.” Money is fungible--by moving the NEA grant to a
noncontroversigbroject, the MTC ket its total budet high enogh to continue fundig this anti-Christiarplay and at the same
time avoid criticism for abusgan NEAgrant.

The second ghificant event is that the reme Court, ilfNational Endowment for the Arts v. Finlepheld the statute directin
the NEA to take into consideratiogeneral standards of decgrand repect for the diverse beliefs and values of the American
public" in makirg grants. However, it alspointedly noted that the law does mweclude NEA fundig for indecent or disgectful
projects, and it cautionedjainst discrimination on the basis of "vipsint." Basicaly, the court pheld the NEA'grant selections
because it hadppointed individuals with diverse bagtounds to revievgrant requests. The Sueme Court's fgd defense of
havirg standards can be read more agjairement that all artistic "viepoints," however sacriious, regulsive, hateful, or immoral
they may be to the vast njarity of Americans, must bgiven an gual right to ary funding.

Recent events have ngitven us ag reason to believe that the NEA has readiformed. Further, we remain convinced that
having agovernment geng to tell Americans what art tiieshould or should not like, and to tax Americangapfor that art that
has beemicked by Federal bureaucrats as worthf sypport, is fundamentall undemocratic. Therefore, we stgiy support the
Ashcroft amendment to eliminate fundifor the NEA.



